[E] No, [that is not the case,| since there were cabbage leaves mixed in. 


[F] [Since he regarded chopped up vegetables as sufficient,| is that to 
say that such a dish is acceptable [for reliance for cooking further, 
in line with M. 2:1D), even if the dish does not contain an olive’ s 
bulk of volume? 


[G] No, [that is not so, for there was] in the mixture the standard 
measure [an olive’s bulk in volume]. 


[H] That is to say, in any event, that it is not necessary to make a 
stipulation in advance [that one will rely upon the food]. 
[Hiyya was satisfied to declare after the fact that he would rely 
upon the specific cooked dish, to meet the provisions of M. 
2:1D, and that is so even though, in advance, he did not 
stipulate that he would do so.] 


[I] Said R. Hisda, “R. Hiyya the Elder had made such a 
stipulation.” 


[II:3 A] Jt has been taught [in the Tosefta’s version]: Said R. Simeon b. 
Eleazar, “The House of Shammai and the House of Hillel concur 
that they are [to be] two dishes. 


[B] “Concerning what did they differ? 

[C] ‘Concerning the case of fish and the egg cooked in it. 

[D] “For: The House of Shammai says, ‘They are a single dish.’ 
[E] “And the House of Hillel says, ‘Two dishes” [vs. M. 2:1E-G]. 


[F] And they concur that if one cooked two different kinds of food in 
one pot, 


[G] orif he beat up an egg on a fish, 
[H] orif he shreds a leek under a fish, 
[I] that they constitute two dishes [T. Y. T. 2:4]. 


[J] And the law is in accord with the opinion of the disciple [Simeon b. 
Eleazar vis-^-vis the House of Hillel]. 


[I:4 A] Rab said, “I say, ‘[A meal of commingling] may not be less than an 
olive’s bulk in volume.” 


[B] Does this not stand at variance with the view of R. Yohanan, for R. 
Yohanan said, “[The meal must be introduced by the statement], ‘It is 


